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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or 
described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country, before the 
invention thereof by the applicant for a patent . 

2. Claims 1-9,15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) 
as being anticipated by Alfano (WO 99/14877) . 

3. Referring to claim 1, Alfano teaches an interface layer for 
a wireless server hosting server applications, the interface 
layer comprising: 

a uniform interface (10) providing uniform interfacing to 
the server applications (see lines 3-12 of page 6) , and a bearer 
interface (11, 20) having a program associated with each of a 
plurality of bearer systems (see lines 15-22 of page 4) , 
characterized in that: 

each of said programs is a bearer module (20) (see lines 4- 
7 of page 4) ; 
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the bearer interface comprises a bearer module interface 
(11) comprising means for binding said bearer modules (20) (see 
lines 15-22 of page 4) ; and 

the interface layer further comprises functions between the 
uniform interface (10) and the bearer module interface (11) , 
said functions comprising means for allowing the server 
applications to make calls to connect to a bearer module and to 
determine status of accessible bearer systems (see paragraph 
bridging pages 4 and 5) . 

4. Referring to claim 2, Alfano teaches the functions comprise 
a configuration manager comprising means for maintaining a 
configuration list of bearer modules and for responding to 
server application calls for a configuration list (see lines 14- 
2 7 of page 6) . 

5. Referring to claims 3 and 4, Alfano teaches the 
configuration manager comprises means for returning information 
regarding network type, bearer system type, and address type to 
server applications and capturing bearer module information (see 
lines 14-27 of page 6) . 
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6. Referring to claim 5, Alfano teaches the configuration 
manager comprises means for maintaining a configuration file for 
every bound bearer module (see item 3 02 in figure 3) . 

7. Referring to claim 6-9, Alfano teaches the functions 
include a bearer manager comprising means for registering bearer 
modules and for indicating bearer module status (see lines 14-27 
of page 6) , wherein the bearer manager comprises means for 
responding to server application calls to register a bearer 
module (see lines 14-27 of page 6) , wherein the bearer manager 
comprises means for responding to server application calls to 
register a bearer module (see lines 14-27 of page 6) , and 
wherein the bearer manager comprises means for making a bind 
attempt to bind a bearer module to a transport mechanism (see 
lines 15-22 of page 4) . 

8. Referring to claim 15, Alfano teaches a wireless 
application server comprising a WSP and WTP layers over an 
interface layer (see items labeled 21 and 31 in figure 1) . 

9. Referring to claim 16, see rejections of claim 1-3,6, and 
7 . 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which 
forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set forth in this 
Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically- 
disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at 
the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the 
art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 10 and 11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Alfano in view of Liao et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,292,833 hereinafter "Liao"). 



12. Referring to claims 10 and ll, Alfano fails to teach the 
functions include a blacklist and whitelist manager comprising 
means for automatically testing all non-secure traffic, wherein 
the blacklist and whitelist manager comprises means for 
filtering traffic according to parameters set by a server 
application . 

Liao teaches, in an analogous system and method, the above 
limitations (see lines 22-54 of column 7) in order to restrict 
access to only entities with permission. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
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system and method of Alfano with the above teachings of Liao. 
One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
make such modification in order to restrict access to allowed 
entities as suggested by Liao. 

13. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alfano in view of Kumaki et al . (JP 
404094238) . 

14. Referring to claim 12, Alfano fails to teach functions 
include a callback handler comprising means for allowing a 
server application to call routines for pre-processing and post- 
processing of WDP packets. 

Kumaki teaches a system comprising means for a allowing a 
server application to call routines for pre-processing and post- 
processing (see Abstract) for the purpose of reducing 
transmission times by eliminating the transmission control 
information associated with the packets. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Alfano with the above teachings of Kumaki 
in order to reduce transmission times by eliminating the 
transmission control information associated with the packets. 
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15. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alfano in view of Pope et al . (U.S. Patent No. 

6,091,712 hereinafter "Pope"). 

16. Referring to claim 13, Alfano fails to teach the functions 
include a log function comprising means for logging test data 
from a bearer module under test, and for providing said data to 
a requesting server application. 

Pope teaches, in an analogous system, the above limitation 
(see lines 3-13 of column 4) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Alfano with the above teachings of Pope. 
One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have been motivated to make such modification 
select the most appropriate bearer based on the performance 
recorded during the test . 

17. Claim 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Alfano in view of the paper "Distributed 
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Architecture for Applications based on the GSM Short Message 

Service" (hereinafter "Martini") . 

18. Referring to claim 14, Alfano fails to teach the functions 
include a billing function comprising means for generating 
billing data on the basis of criteria supplied by the server. 

Martini teaches an analogous method and system comprising a 
billing function comprising means for generating billing data on 
the basis of criteria supplied by the server (see right hand 
column of page 143, lines 1-20) . 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the 
art at the time of the applicant's invention to modify the 
system and method of Alfano with the above teachings of Martini. 
One of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the applicant's 
invention would have been motivated to make such modification in 
order to produce billing information for proper accounting as 
suggested by Martini . 

Conclusion 

19. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

The following reference is cited to further show the state 
of the art as it pertains to bearer channels: 
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US 2003/0055912 to Martin, Jr et al . teaches a list of 
permitted bearer channels. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Eron J 
Sorrell whose telephone number is 571 272-4160. The examiner 
can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 9:00AM - 5:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Jeffrey A Gaff in can be 
reached on 571 272-4146. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
703-872-9306 . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . 



EJS 

October 28, 2004 




